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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 October 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Clalm(s) 1^ is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1 and 2 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 3J is/are rejected. 

7) |EI Claim(s) 3:9 is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 27 March 2006 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)^ All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Claims 1 and 2 have been withdrawn from fiirther consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected Invention, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Election was presumably made without traverse in the reply filed on 23 OCT 08. 

2. Claim 3-9 remain for further prosecution. 

Specification 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the fiill patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concems," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

4. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because "The invention relates to" should be 

removed. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

5. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. This is asserted because the holes 
are not disclosed as being self-closing, but rather, require a sliding tube. 

Applicants may amend the Title as desired, however, the following title is suggested: 
Perforation Gun System For Sealing Perforation Holes. 
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Claim Objections 

6. Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 2, "there" and "way" 
should be removed; line 3, "of should be removed; line 4, "are provided" should be relocated to 
follow line 5 "holes (13)"; line 5, "these" should be --the--; line 6, "which can be" and "means 
of should be removed; and, line 7, "hole" should be —holes--. 

7. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 2, "its" should be 
replaced with ~a~, and, "way of should be removed. 

8. Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 3, "that can be" and 

"means of should be removed. 

9. Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 3, "it" should be 
replaced with a positive recitation of the element referenced for clarity. 

10. Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 2, "arranged" should 
be —disposed—, or similar, as it is not be readily apparent how a fluid can be arranged. 

1 1 . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

12. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such foil, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

13. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. There would not appear to be 
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anything in the disclosure to enable the sliding tube to be open at all. If this is in error, kindly 
clarify. Also, the drawings will be required to be amended as all claimed features must be shown 
or the features canceled from the claim(s). 

14. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

15. Claims 3 - 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

16. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the interior" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. Claim 3 also recites, at line 8, "the penetration" which lacks 
antecedent basis and should presumably be --being pierced--. 

17. Claim 7 recites the limitation "the side" in line 2, "the other side" in line 3, and "the 
pressure" in line 4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 
Further, the recitation "the sliding tube is closed on the side to which [the sliding tube] is to be 
displaced and is open on the other side as a result can be displaced like a plunger" is unclear. 
While examiner understands that after ignition of the perforators perforation holes (13) are made 
and that no such hole (13) is aligned with any other such hole throughout a circumference of the 
diameter of the tube, it is not clear what is intended by "on the side to which [the sliding tube] is 
to be displaced" because the sliding tube is not displaced to any side. In light of the above 
rejection and the objection to claims 3, 4, 6 and 7, examiner suggests revisiting and revising to 
eliminate any unnecessary language. 

18. Any unspecified claim is rejected as being dependent upon a rejected base claim. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

19. Claim 3 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

20. Claims 4-9 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Bret Hayes at 
telephone number (571) 272 - 6902 or email address bret.hayes@uspto.gov, which is preferred. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 5:30 am to 2:00 pm. 
Eastern Standard Time. 

The Central FAX Number is 571-273-8300. 

If attempts to contact the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Carone, can be reached at (571) 272 - 6873. 

/Bret Hayes/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3641 
15-NOV-08 



